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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


After Westgate, Interpol Chief 
Ponders ‘Armed Citizenry’ 

Interpol Secretary General 
Ronald Noble said today the U.S. and 
the rest of the democratic world is at a 
security crossroads in the wake of last 
month's deadly al-Shabab attack at a 
shopping mall in Nairobi, Kenya - and 
suggested an answer could be in 
arming civilians. (67 were killed at the 
Westgate mall over several days. The 
Somalia-based al Qaeda-allied terror 
group al-Shabab claimed responsibility 
for the attack.) 

Noble, an American who 
previously headed up law enforcement 
for the U.S. Treasury Department, said 
there are really only two choices for 
protecting open societies from attacks 
like the one on Westgate mall where 
so-called "soft targets" are hit: either 
create secure perimeters around the 
locations or allow civilians to carry their 
own guns to protect themselves. 

Noble's comments came at 
the 82nd annual gathering of the 
Interpol's governing body, the General 
Assembly in Cartagena, Colombia. 

The secretary general told 
reporters that the Westgate mall attack 
marks what has long been seen as "an 
evolution in terrorism." Instead of 
targets like the Pentagon and World 
Trade Center that now have far more 
security since 9/11, attackers are 
focusing on sites with little security that 
attract large numbers of people. 

Citing a recent call for al 
Qaeda "brothers to strike soft targets, 
to do it in small groups," Noble said law 
enforcement is now facing a daunting 
task. 

"How do you protect soft 
targets? That's really the challenge. 
You can't have armed police forces 
everywhere," he told reporters. 


"Ask yourself: If that was 
Denver, Col., if that was Texas, would 
those guys have been able to spend 
hours, days, shooting people 
randomly?" Noble said, referring to 
states with pro-gun traditions. "What 
I'm saying is it makes police around the 
world question their views on gun 
control. It makes citizens question their 
views on gun control. You have to ask 
yourself, 'Is an armed citizenry more 
necessary now than it was in the past 
with an evolving threat of terrorism?' 
This is something that has to be 
discussed." 

-- abcnews.go.com October 21,2013 

Washington National 
Cathedral used to destroy 
illegal guns 

By Emily Miller 

The Washington National 
Cathedral, a symbol of unity among 
faithful Americans, was the site of a 
politically divisive event promoting gun 
control on Sunday. 

Marian Wright Edelman, 
president of the Children's Defense 
Fund, and the Very Rev. Gary Hall, 
dean of the cathedral, donned 
protective eye gear and took up 
hammers outside the cathedral to bang 
on the gun parts that blacksmiths had 
turned red from heat. 

Before the dramatic 
performance, I interviewed Mrs. 
Edelman about her goals. 

"This is a public health 
crisis," the longtime liberal activist said. 
"The gun manufacturers are even 
marketing guns for 4- and 5-year-olds." 

I asked where she saw 
those advertisements for guns for 
preschool children. Mrs. Edelman told 
me to call Josh Sugarman, a radical 


anti-gun proponent who founded the 
Violence Policy Center. 

I asked her if she was 
aware that gun violence had decreased 
steadily in the past 20 years. 

She pointed at me and said, 
"A child is shot and killed every three 
hours in this country!" 

According to the most 
recent figures from the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention, 380 
children age 14 and under were killed 
by firearms in 2010, and 1,337 among 
those age 15 to 17. 

I asked the clergyman if he 
was aware that gun ownership has 
gone up in this country but that gun 
crime has gone down. 

"Those of us who are 
opposed to gun violence need to work 
with gun owners to lessen gun deaths," 
he said. 

I asked if, by that reasoning, 
he was saying gun owners supported 
gun violence. He said that is not what 
he meant. 

The priest said, "Everything 
I'm saying is consistent with the 
church's position since 1976 on gun 
violence." 

Raymonde Charles, a 
spokesman for the Children's Defense 
Fund, said the event at the church was 
co-sponsored by Mayor Vincent C. 
Gray and the Metropolitan Police 
Department, which provided the "illegal, 
confiscated guns." 

Metropolitan Police Chief 
Cathy L. Lanier's spokesman told me 
Saturday that the gun parts were not 
illegal because they were "inoperable." 
However, that is legally irrelevant under 
city laws. 

But enforcing the multitude 
of gun laws on the books didn't seem to 
be a high priority for this group. Neither 
does recognition of the fact that no 







gun-control law had ever led to a 
reduction in violence. 

The cathedral is one of the 
most visited tourist sites in Washington 
because it is a place of unity of faiths. It 
should not be used for political 
grandstanding. 

-- Washington Times Oct. 20, 2013 
Emily Miller is a senior editor 
of opinion for The Washington Times 
and author of “Emily Gets Her Gun” 
(Regnery, 2013) 

DC Police divided over 
supplying guns for gun 
control event 

In response to the 
Children's Defense Fund's gun control 
push outside the National Cathedral, 
for which Washington, D.C. police 
supplied the guns, D.C. Fraternal Order 
of Police chairman Kris Bauman said, 
"We are supposed to be the police and, 
as such, the laws must be applied to 
everyone without bias. The minute we 
become politicized in how we enforce 
the law, we become compromised and 
we lose public trust. This is not rocket 
science, and yet there appears to be no 
learning curve on this issue." 

It was just weeks ago that 
Breitbart News reported how Chief 
Cathy Lanier ignored rules to get illegal 
guns for Sen. Dianne Feinstein (D-CA) 
to use as props in her gun control press 
conference. 

Now that Lanier's 
department is supplying firearms and 
firearm parts for another gun control 
stunt, Baumann is making his opinion 
known. 

The NRA also responded to 
the DC Police Department's 
involvement in the October 20 gun 
control event by labeling the uneven 
application of gun control laws "an 
abuse of authority." The NRA added: "If 
[the Metropolitan Police Department] is 
to carve out exemptions to D.C.'s 
draconian gun control laws to avoid 
absurd and unjust consequences, 
hopefully it will do so on an equal 
opportunity basis.’ 

— www.breitbart.com October 20, 2013 

Confessions of a Quantitative 
Easer 

By Andrew Huszar 

I can only say: I'm sorry, 
America. As a former Federal Reserve 
official, I was responsible for executing 
the centerpiece program of the Fed's 
plunge into the bond-buying experiment 
known as quantitative easing. The 
central bank continues to spin OE as a 
tool for helping Main Street. But I've 


come to recognize the program as the 
greatest backdoor Wall Street bailout of 
all time. 

Five years ago the Fed 
launched a shopping spree, the 
Troubled Asset Relief Program, to halt 
the U.S. banking system's free fall. 
Beyond Wall Street, though, in the last 
three months of 2008 alone, almost two 
million Americans would lose their jobs. 

The Fed said it wanted to 
help—through a new program of 
massive bond purchases. Chairman 
Ben Bernanke wanted to drive down 
the cost of credit so that more 
Americans hurting from the tanking 
economy could use it to weather the 
downturn. 

Having been at the Fed for 
seven years, I was working on Wall 
Street in 2009 when I got an offer from 
the Fed to manage what was at the 
heart of QE's bond-buying spree—a 
wild attempt to buy $1.25 trillion in 
mortgage bonds in 12 months. 

This was a dream job, but I 
hesitated. I had left the Fed out of 
frustration, having witnessed it 
deferring more and more to Wall Street. 
Independence is at the heart of any 
central bank's credibility, and I believed 
that the Fed's independence was 
eroding. Senior Fed officials, though, 
were publicly acknowledging mistakes 
and several of those officials 
emphasized to me how committed they 
were to a major Wall Street revamp. I 
took a leap of faith. 

In its almost 100-year 
history, the Fed had never bought one 
mortgage bond. Now my program was 
buying so many each day that we 
risked driving bond prices too high and 
crashing global confidence in key 
financial markets. We were working 
feverishly to preserve the impression 
that the Fed knew what it was doing. 

It wasn't long before my old 
doubts resurfaced. Despite the Fed's 
rhetoric, my program wasn't helping to 
make credit any more accessible for 
the average American. The banks were 
issuing fewer and fewer loans. More 
insidiously, though QE may have been 
driving down the wholesale cost for 
banks to make loans, Wall Street was 
pocketing most of the extra cash. 

Trading for the first round of 
QE ended on March 31, 2010. The final 
results confirmed that, while there had 
been only trivial relief for Main Street, 
the Fed's bond purchases had been an 
absolute coup for Wall Street. The 
banks hadn't just benefited from the 
lower cost of making loans. They'd also 
enjoyed huge capital gains on the rising 
values of their securities holdings and 
fat commissions from brokering most of 


the QE transactions. Wall Street had 
experienced its most profitable year 
ever in 2009, and 2010 was starting off 
in much the same way. 

Only a few months later— 
after a 14% drop in the U.S. stock 
market and renewed weakening in the 
banking sector—the Fed announced a 
new round of bond buying: QE2. 

That was when I realized 
the Fed had lost any remaining ability 
to think independently from Wall Street. 
Demoralized, I returned to the private 
sector. 

Today the Fed buys roughly 
$85 billion in bonds a month, totaling 
over five years more than $4 trillion. 
Amazingly, in a supposedly free-market 
nation, QE has become the largest 
financial-markets intervention by any 
government in world history 

And the impact? The Fed's 
sunniest calculations, not to mention 
those by experts outside the Fed, such 
as Mohammed El Erian at the Pimco 
investment firm, indicate that QE isn't 
really working. 

Unless you're Wall Street. 
Having racked up hundreds of billions 
of dollars in opaque Fed subsidies the 
biggest U.S. banks, 0.2% of them, now 
control more than 70% of the U.S. bank 
assets. 

As for the rest of America, 

good luck. 

Even when acknowledging 
QE's shortcomings, Chairman 
Bernanke argues that some action by 
the Fed is better than none (a position 
that his likely successor, Fed Vice 
Chairwoman Janet Yellen, also 
embraces). The implication is that the 
Fed is dutifully compensating for the 
rest of Washington's dysfunction. But 
the Fed is at the center of that 
dysfunction. Case in point: It has 
allowed QE to become Wall Street's 
new "too big to fail" policy. 

Mr. Huszar ; a senior fellow 
at Rutgers Business School , is a former 
Morgan Stanley managing director. In 
2009-10, he managed the Federal 
Reserve's $1.25 trillion agency 
mortgage-backed security purchase 
program 

— http://online.wsj.com Nov. 13, 2013 

Runner's World Mag Calls for 
Handgun Ban for Everyone 
But Police, Military 

by AWR Hawkins 

The November 5th issue of 
Runner's World carries a column by 
athlete Nick Symmonds calling for a 
handgun ban for everyone except 
police and military personnel. 




activists. 


The column also calls for a 
ban on "assault rifles," while kindly 
proposing that regular citizens should 
be allowed to keep a shotgun with 
which to hunt birds and a "[rifle]...for big 
game animals." 

In a manner similar to 
Gabby Giffords and her husband Mark 
Kelly, Symmonds starts his column by 

exclaiming, "I love my Second 

Amendment right." Shortly thereafter he 
limits the Second Amendment to a 
protection of hunting weaponry, 

although hunting has never been 
central to the Second Amendment. 

As Associate Justice 

Samuel Alito wrote in the majority 
opinion for McDonald v. Chicago 
(2010), "Individual self-defense is 'the 
central component' of the 2nd 
Amendment right." Moreover, he said 
the preferred weapon for self-defense 
is a handgun. 

An October 25th Gallup poll 
shows that 74 percent of Americans 
opposed the idea of banning handgun 
possession for all but "police and other 
authorized persons." 

— www.breitbart.com Nov. 9, 2013 

Our Friends Are Killing Us 

By Chuck Baldwin 

I have been a long-time 
subscriber to Guns and Ammo and 
Handguns, both published by the same 
company. When President Obama and 
Senator Feinstein attempted to ban 
semi-automatic rifles and full-size rifle 
and pistol magazines earlier this year, I 
kept waiting for these magazines to 
sound the clarion call of resistance. I 
waited and waited. Nothing. Not one 
peep of protest to these egregious gun 
control laws. This in spite of the fact 
that practically every page of both 
magazines is filled with the very arms 
that would have been banned to the 
general public. Had Obama and 
Feinstein gotten their way, I suppose 
Guns and Ammo would have simply re¬ 
named itself Military and Police Guns 
and Ammo. 

I wrote the publisher and 
explained why I was not renewing my 
subscription. Of course, I received no 
reply. And now I know why. Writing for 
Breitbart.com, AWR Hawkins filed this 
report: 

“In the December issue of 
Guns & Ammo, editor Dick Metcalf 
uses his ‘Backstop’ column to argue 
that all constitutional rights need 
regulation, including the 2nd 
Amendment. 

“Metcalf explains: ‘I bring 


this up because way too many gun 
owners still believe that any regulation 
of the right to keep and bear arms is an 
infringement. The fact is that all 
Constitutional rights are regulated, 
always have been, and need to be.’ 

“Metcalf says he receives 
‘bags of mail every year’ from people 
complaining of the myriad regulations 
related to concealed carry permits. He 
says these readers ‘typically argue’ that 
the 2nd Amendment ‘is all the authority 
they need’ to keep and bear arms, to 
carry a gun with them where they go. 

“In response, Metcalf writes: 
‘I [wonder] whether those same people 
believe that just anybody should be 
able to buy a vehicle and take it out on 
public roadways without any kind of 
driver's training, test, or license.’ 

“Metcalf misses the point. 
The 2nd Amendment protects a natural 
right; that's why it is not to be infringed. 
Owning and operating a vehicle is not a 
natural right, so comparing it to gun 
ownership is like comparing the ability 
to own and operate an airplane with the 
rights to freedom of speech and 
religion. 

“Our Founders' central 
reason for creating the Bill of Rights 
was to hedge in a body of natural rights 
as off-limits to government regulation 
and interference. 

“The 2nd Amendment says, 
‘A well regulated militia, being 
necessary to the security of a free 
state, the right to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed.’ Metcalf has 
seized on the words ‘well regulated,’ 
taking them out of context to the 
detriment of ‘shall not be infringed.’” 

Hooray for Mr. Hawkins! He 
has a grasp of Natural Law. The sad 
thing is Mr. Metcalf occupies a very 
trusted and influential position that 
should be utilized to protect the Second 
Amendment. Instead, he is using his 
position to help destroy it. 

I, for one, am not going to 
help pay a gun magazine editor’s 
salary that is using my money to 
facilitate the destruction of the liberties 
that keep my children and 
grandchildren free. That I have kissed 
my subscription to Guns and Ammo 
and Handguns magazines goodbye. 

-Nov. 14, 2013 

Jihadists apologize after 
beheading ally in error 

Syrian jihadists [belonging 
to the Sunni sect of Islam] have 
mistakenly beheaded a wounded fellow 
Islamist fighter, according to opposition 


Rami Abdurrahman of the 
British-based Syrian Observatory for 
Human Rights and another activist in 
the northern province of Aleppo said al- 
Qaida-linked fighters of the Islamic 
state in Iraq and the Levant found the 
wounded rebel in a hospital after a 
battle with government forces on 
Wednesday. 

They said he was moaning 
phrases typical of Shia. Shia muslims 
in Syria and its neighbours have fought 
on behalf of President Bashar Assad, 
who comes from an offshoot of the 
sect. 

The fighters later displayed 
the man's head before a crowd in 
Aleppo city. But residents identified it 
as belonging to a leader of another 
hardline Islamist rebel group. — 
www.theguardian.com Nov. 16, 2013 

The Quran mentions 
beheading. Why does the U.S. 
press claim otherwise? 

If reporters bothered to 
open up a copy of the Quran, say, N.J. 
Dawood's Penguin Classics translation, 
they'd find at least two relevant 
passages: 

God revealed His will to the 
angels, saying: "I shall be with you. 
Give courage to the believers. I shall 
cast terror into the hearts of the infidels. 
Strike off their heads, strike off the very 
tips of their fingers." (Sura 8, Verse 12) 

"When you meet the 
unbelievers in the battlefield strike off 
their heads." (Sura 47, Verse 4) 

Now, instead of many 
warring Arab tribes [as there were in 
the 7th century when the Quran was 
compiled], there are just the infidels 
and the Muslim faithful, and it seems 
that there aren't many of the latter 
willing to break ranks by admitting that 
beheading is in the Quran. As I noted 
earlier, there are a number of 
arguments that might contextualize 
decapitation and distinguish it from the 
mainstream beliefs of contemporary 
Islam, but it is simply wrong to say that 
the Quran does not mention 
beheadings or that there is absolutely 
nothing in Islam that justifies 
decapitation. Islamic history is giddy 
with heads separated from their bodies, 
a tradition detailed in news outlets that 
are generally considered right-wing and 
on conservative Web sites, but 
apparently whitewashed in the 
mainstream press. 

- jihadwatch.org/2004/07/ 








The Affordable Boat Act 

The Affordable Boat Act 
requires every citizen to possess an 
affordable boat, by April 2014. 

This law is necessary, 
because until now, typically only 
financially responsible and working 
people have had access to affordable 
boats. 

Now, the law will ensure 
that every American will have an 
affordable boat, because everyone is 
entitled to an affordable boat as a 
human right, whether they like it or not. 

In order to make sure 
everyone possesses an affordable 
boat, it is estimated that the cost of 
affordable boats may increase as much 
as 25-40% per year. This is unfortunate 
but inevitable due to the increased 
demand for affordable boats which 
some people will buy for other people 
even if other people don't want an 
affordable boat or believe they can't 
afford the upkeep. To be fair, children 
(under the age of 26) can use their 
parents’ affordable boat to party on 
until they turn 27; then they must 
purchase their own affordable boat. 

If you already have a boat 
and you like it, you can keep it (just 
kidding; no you can't because it won't 
meet the standards prescribed by law). 
If you don't want or don't need an 
affordable boat, you must get one 
anyhow. If you refuse, you will be fined 
annually by one or more of the 18,000 
IRS agents newly hired specially to 
enforce this human rights law. 

By law the White House, 
Congress, their staffs, big business and 
unions are exempt from the Affordable 
Boat Act. 

* * * 

Dear XX, Oct. 25, 2013 

I am proud to have fought 
for our seniors, our young people, and 
our middle class to provide quality, 
affordable health care [under the 
Affordable Care Act]. I will continue to 
oppose all efforts to repeal or “defund” 
the law, which will kick young adults off 
their parents’ insurance, force seniors 
on Medicare to pay more for their 
prescription drugs and return us to the 
time when insurance companies were 
free to deny coverage to children with 
preexisting conditions, charge women 
higher premiums, and drop coverage 
when someone gets sick. While this 
may not have been the outcome you 
were hoping for, please know that I will 
keep your concerns in mind as we work 
to implement this landmark law. 
Sincerely, 

ROBERT MENENDEZ 
United States Senator 


Paranoid Rhapsody 

By Neal Wilgus 

We regret to inform you that 
your assigned Surveillance Agent, John 
Q. Cocklebur, Jr. has died after 
(censored) years on the job. No doubt 
you were unaware of his work and its 
impact upon your life and times, but it 
was (censored). 

Cocklebur was assigned to 
your case in (censored), at which time 
you were a student at (censored). 
Allegations made by (censored) 
resulted in our inquiry concerning your 
(censored) activities and beliefs. 
Cocklebur was especially concerned 
about your journalistic and poetic 
ambitions and publications and 
arranged on (censored) to have your 
name registered with the (censored) 
Board which approves work in 
(censored). 

Although you were not 
aware of it, it was Cocklebur who 
introduced you to your first wife 
(censored) and helped secure your 
low-level position at (censored), 
blocking your promotion to (censored) 
and assuring you would never rise 
above mid-level at best. Cocklebur had 
access to all your records as well as 
postal messages, telephone taps, 
photos and wires, acquaintances and 
secret (censored), ambitions, 
reflections, dreams. His work on your 
(censored) has been turned over to his 
son, John Q. Cocklebur III, who will 
carry on his (censored) work. 

John Q. Cocklebur Jr. was 
a vital part of our (censored), a brave 
and patriotic (censored) and will be 
(censored) by his grieving co-workers. 

Burn this, by order of 

(censored). 

Chomsky weighs in on 
Kennedy Assassination 
Anniversary 

By Daniel Falcone 
On November 22, 2013, the 
nation will reflect officially on the legacy 
of Camelot. The coverage of the 
Kennedy assassination is a cottage 
industry with a cultlike following. Books, 
articles, magazine covers and popular 
entertainment continue to incite hero 
worship and political fascination. 
Kennedy is hailed even by today's far- 
right wing as a hawk, war hero and 
Cold War stalwart. I interviewed 
professor, social critic and activist 
Noam Chomsky about the tradition of 
cult fantasy and hero construction of 
past presidents. 

One of Chomsky's famous 
sayings starts with, "If the Nuremberg 
Laws were applied ... " Here's what he 


said about Kennedy in that context: 
"Kennedy is easy. The invasion of 
Cuba was outright aggression. 
Eisenhower planned it, incidentally, so 
he was involved in a conspiracy to 
invade another country, which we can 
add to his score. After the invasion of 
Cuba, Kennedy launched a huge 
terrorist campaign against Cuba, which 
was very serious. No joke; 
bombardment of industrial installations 
with killing of plenty of people, bombing 
hotels, sinking fishing boats, sabotage. 
Later, under Nixon, it even went as far 
as poisoning livestock and so on. Big 
affair; and then came Vietnam; he 
invaded Vietnam. He invaded South 
Vietnam in 1962. He sent the US Air 
Force to start bombing." 

And then in a 1996 interview 
by Tom Morello: "Kennedy is not even 
worth discussing. The invasion in South 
Vietnam - Kennedy attacked South 
Vietnam, outright. In 1961-1962 he sent 
Air Force to start bombing villages, 
authorized napalm. Also laid the basis 
for the huge wave of repression that 
spread over Latin America with the 
installation of Neo-Nazi gangsters that 
were always supported directly by the 
United States. That went on and in fact 
picked up under Johnson." 

Daniel Falcone: One author, 
Jeff Greenfield, writes about how 
Kennedy would have been different in 
his second term. This is repeated in 
media and movies over and over again. 
Why? 

Noam Chomsky: Probably 
because the actual record is so awful. 

DF: President Obama will be 
speaking on the legacy of JFK this 
week. The statements will be no doubt 
be boilerplate. How does Obama 
actually compare to Kennedy in terms 
of crimes? 

NC: JFK was far worse, which 
is not a compliment to Obama. 

Daniel Falcone currently 
teaches at Potomac School in McLean , 
Virginia. He can be reached at 
dfalcone@potomacschool. org. 

— truthout.org 22 November 2013 

Drivers stopped at roadblock, 
asked for saliva, blood 

By David Burnett 

Fort Worth drivers on Friday 
were stopped at a police roadblock, 
where they were asked by federal 
contractors for samples of their breath, 
saliva and blood. 

It was part of a government 
research study aimed at determining 
the number of drunken or drug- 
impaired drivers. 




"It just doesn't seem right 
that you can be forced off the road 
when you're not doing anything wrong," 
said Kim Cope. 

The National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, which is 
spending $7.9 million on the survey 
over three years, said participation was 
"100 percent voluntary" and 
anonymous. 

But Cope said it didn't feel 
voluntary to her -- despite signs saying 
it was. 

"I gestured to the guy in 
front that I just wanted to go straight, 
but he wouldn't let me," she said. 

"They were asking for 
cheek swabs," she said. "They would 
give $10 for that and $50 for your 
blood." 

She said she felt trapped. 

"I finally did the 
Breathalyzer test just because I thought 
that would be the easiest way to leave," 
she said, adding she received no 
money. 

Fort Worth police 
spokesman Sgt. Kelly Peel said that 
the department's Traffic Division 
coordinated with the NHTSA on the use 
of off-duty officers. 

NBC DFW confirmed that 
the survey was done by the Pacific 
Institute for Research and Evaluation, 
which is based in Calverton, Md. 

An agency spokeswoman 
confirmed that the government is 
conducting the surveys in 30 cities. 

But a Fort Worth attorney 
who is an expert in civil liberties law 
questioned whether such stops are 
constitutional. 

"You can't just be pulled 
over randomly or for no reason," said 
attorney Frank Colosi. 

He also noted the fine print 
on a form given to drivers informs them 
their breath was tested by "passive 
alcohol sensor readings before the 
consent process has been completed." 

"They're essentially lying to 
you when they say it's completely 
voluntary, because they're testing you 
at that moment," Colosi said. 

— www.nbcdfw.com Nov. 20, 2013 

If Gun Control Worked 
Chicago Would Be Mayberry 

If more guns really equal 
more crime, America should be awash 
in violence. However, this is not the 
case. The trends actually show that 
with gun ownership rising to an all-time 
high, violent crime has declined to half 
of what it was in 1991. 

In a May 2013 report 
released by the Department of Justice 


titled “Firearm Violence, 1993-2011” 
the department noted a 39% decline in 
firearm-related homicides over an 18- 
year period, and a 69% decline in 
nonfatal firearm crimes. 

Then, in July 2013 the 
Centers for Disease Control released 
new numbers indicating the homicide 
rate for persons ages 10 to 24 hit a 30- 
year low in 2010. 

Last year the FBI reported 
that violent crime in 2011 dropped for 
the fifth consecutive year, down 19%. 
The robbery rate declined 24% and the 
rape rate declined 15%. The FBI also 
reported 14,612 murders for the year - 
a 17% decrease from the previous 10 
years. Chicago and New York, with all 
their restrictions on gun ownership, 
together accounted for more than 15% 
of the nationwide totals. 

Considering that guns were 
only used for two-thirds of these 
murders, and comparing that number 
against the over 40,000 estimated 
defensive uses in 2011, firearms were 
used defensively nearly five times more 
often than in homicides. 

-- America’s 1 st Freedom Nov. 2013 

Proof: Gun Registration 
Leads to Confiscation 

In the wake of New York’s 
latest gun control law, the 
unconstitutional SAFE Act, the New 
York Police Department is now sending 
out notices to registered gun owners 
demanding that they give up their 
firearms, clear proof that gun 
registration leads to outright 
confiscations. 

The notice provides gun 
owners the “options” to either surrender 
their firearms to the police, remove 
them from the city limits or otherwise 
render them inoperable. 

The NYPD knew exactly 
who to send the notices to by using a 
centralized firearms registry. 

The law itself has met 
significant resistance. 

Erie Co., N.Y. Sheriff 
Timothy B. Howard publicly stated that 
his department will not enforce the 
SAFE Act, adding that the law is one of 
the strongest examples of the 
government not listening to the people 

“It’s an unenforceable law 
and I believe it will ultimately be 
declared unconstitutional,” he said 
during a press conference. “Do you 
want law enforcement people that will 
say ‘I will do this because I’m told to do 
this, even if I know it’s wrong?”’ 

Earlier this month, Howard 
won his re-election due to his stance 
against the gun control law. 


“The SAFE Act was a major 
issue in this [Erie Co. Sheriff] election,” 
Carl J. Calabrese, a political consultant, 
said to the Buffalo News. 

While the NYPD’s notice 
proves that gun registration leads to 
outright confiscations, Howard’s re- 
election also proves that Americans are 
beginning to reassert their birth rights 
as recognized by the Constitution. 

- infowars.com Nov. 27, 2013 

My Life As A Convicted Gun 
Offender Who Did Nothing 
Wrong 

By Brian D. Aitken 

Three years ago this month, 
thanks mostly to poorly written laws 
and a vindictive judge, I turned 27 while 
incarcerated in New Jersey. 

I got sentenced to seven 
years for legally owning guns. I had 
purchased them in Colorado and 
brought them to New Jersey, home to 
some of the harshest gun laws in the 
country, where I moved to be closer to 
my young son. I complied with all of the 
regulations, but one day the police 
searched my car and charged me with 
unlawful possession—even though my 
handguns were locked, unloaded, and 
in my trunk. 

After four months behind 
bars, governor Chris Christie 
commuted my sentence to time served. 
[Christie could have ended Aitken’s 
nightmare by pardoning him, but he 
didn’t. - Ed.] But also he signed S2804 
into law. 

S2804 amended the Graves 
Act, the law I was convicted of 
breaking, and changes the mandatory 
minimum sentence for offenders from 
36 months to 42 months—an extra six 
months in prison for gun owners who 
haven’t been convicted of any crime 
other than owning a gun, which isn’t 
even technically illegal. 

This bill also changed 
possession of a handgun to a first- 
degree felony under certain conditions. 
If I owned guns in New Jersey right 
now I’d risk getting sentenced to ten to 
20 years. 

Until recently I was trying to 
get an MBA from the Manchester 
Business School in England. I was on a 
partial scholarship for “exceptional 
entrepreneurship,” but when I flew out 
there for a workshop I had my passport 
seized by a customs agent. Being a 
convicted felon, I was no longer free to 
travel to other countries. 

It’s also impossible to pass 
a background check. That means no 
apartments for me. A friend of a friend 
got me into a guest house in Austin— 




really just a studio apartment on the 
backside of a garage, with no stove or 
microwave. But it’s nice. I’ve been 
working and writing so much I don’t 
have time to cook anyway. 

What have I been working 
on? Lots of stuff related to my case, for 
one. Speeches at gatherings like the 
one I’m headed to right now, the Gun 
Rights Policy Conference in Houston. 

Since I’m practically the 
only person in the room who’s not a 
lawyer, I realize there’s nothing I can 
tell them about my case they don’t 
already know from a legal standpoint. 
The only real value I can add is to tell 
them what it feels like to get caught in a 
patchwork of draconian gun laws. 

I start with how a family 
court judge decided I couldn’t see my 
son because of all of the (nonviolent 
and victimless) charges against me. I 
explain that I was charged with so 
many weapons offenses, all for that 
one incident, that fellow inmates 
thought I must have been a big-time 
arms trafficker. I can’t tell you how 
many times I was asked to “hook up” 
somebody “on the outside.” 

The moderator stands up 
and I realize my 15 minutes are over. I 
run through a mental checklist: Did I 
mention how the judge refused to let 
the jury consider the laws in my case? 
How the jury asked three times what 
the exemptions to the law were that 
would have let me walk? How I am not 
allowed to vote, own firearms, that my 
passport was revoked? 

I see the audience begin to 
stand and their applause chokes me 
up. A murmured “thank you” manages 
to escape my lips before I bolt off the 
stage. 

I wish I didn’t have a story 
to tell. I just want to see my son and be 
in New York with my dogs and my 
fiancee. I just want my life back. 

I want to be normal. 

Brian Aitken is petitioning 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
to hear his case and overturn his status 
as a felon so he can once again see his 
son. His book is available for preorder 
at bannedbykickstarter.com. 

- www.vice.com October 13, 2013 


Phoenix sued for refusing to 
run “Guns Save Lives” ads 

A gun-rights activist is 
taking the city of Phoenix to court over 
its refusal to put up a bus-stop ad that 
declares "Guns Save Lives." 

The case is as much about 
the First Amendment as it is about the 
Second. 

The Arizona Court of 
Appeals decision could have sweeping 
implications for free speech in the 
state, and on whether advertisers 
should be limited in what topics they 
can and cannot address on city 
property. 

The battle started when the 
city removed 50 of the ads, put up by 
activist Alan Korwin, from city bus 
stops. 

Phoenix claims the signs 
violate its policy banning "non¬ 
commercial" advertising at transit 
stops. 

But Korwin and a 
conservative watchdog group are 
joining up with the American Civil 
Liberties Union to argue against those 
restrictions. 

The city reportedly allowed 
Korwin to put up a slightly different ad, 
which said: "Guns Stop Crime." 

But Korwin argued this was 
just part of their "censoring" process. 

- www.foxnews.com Dec. 2, 2013 

Letter to the Editor 

Dear Editor, 

Greetings again my friend 
and I hope things are good with you 
and yours. 

It was bound to happen 
sooner or later and it finally did; I lost 
my last family member - my brother - 
due to a heart attack. Now I don’t have 
any income from the outside. This unit 
has also begun keeping the craft shops 
closed - due to staff shortage - so I 
don’t even have that to try to sell my 
wooden items for some income. 

Just wanted to let you know 
that I am still here and still very 
appreciative of NJM’s support. Can’t 
thank you enough for that. 

(I still share the newsletter 


with about 5 guys here - then send it 
on to an “alternative” newsletter/zine for 
them to peruse/use. Just thought I’d let 
you know.) 

If there’s anything I can to 
for NJM don’t hesitate to ask! 

Sincerely, 

FF, state prisoner 

Ed.: Sorry to hear about 
your brother, FF. Still, you do have 
friends on the outside, including the 
Navy vet who’s paying for your 
subscription to the newsletter. By 
sharing the newsletter you are already 
doing plenty. Thank you, and may 2014 
be a good one for you. 

Top Gun Santa 

WASHINGTON — As Santa 
streaks through the sky this Christmas 
Eve, he will be flanked by some new 
companions: a jet-fighter escort, 
bristling with missiles. 

The popular animated 
tracking program, without the jet escort, 
reached 22 million people last year and 
generated 114,000 phone calls from 
kids and their parents around country. 
The mock mission allows families to get 
“real-time” updates on Old St. Nick’s 
global trip to bring holiday cheer to 
boys and girls. 

But the plan is taking flak. 
Some worry that American youth are 
already sufficiently indoctrinated by the 
military — and wonder why they would 
deem it necessary to target little kids 
who still believe in Santa Claus. Some 
of the military’s recent recruiting 
advertisements on television have 
made war seem like a video game, 
such as a recent Marine Corps pitch 
that depicts a deadly invasion. 

The North American 
Aerospace Defense Command in 
Colorado has been sponsoring a Track 
Santa program since the mid-1950s to 
draw attention to its radar-tracking, jet¬ 
scrambling capabilities. 

NORAD’s website is geared 
towards the very young. One feature is 
Starkey the Space Elf, who “is a very 
special elf that travels through space to 
ensure children around the world are 
on their best behavior.” - Boston 
Globe, December 03, 2013 
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